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SECOND SUPPLEMENT AT ■ AMENDMENT 
fSECOND REVISIONS 



Hon. Commissioner 

of Patents and Trademarks 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

Sir: 

As a supplement to the Supplemental Amendment filed on May 13, 2002, in the 
above-captioned patent application, and in response to the paper mailed on September 7, 
2004, the Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner consider the following 
amendments and new claims, all of which were previously submitted. This Second 
Supplemental Amendment (Second Revision) is being submitted before the issuance of a 
second office action in the above-captioned patent application. 

While the paper mailed on September 7, 2004, did not include a date for response, the 
undersigned understands that papers objecting to the format of a previously-filed Amendment 
typically carry an one month response period. Accordingly, this Second Supplemental 
Amendment (Second Revision) is being supplied within that one month period and is, 
therefore, believed to be timely. 
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